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- AJEWALEER, SUPERINTENDENT OF BANKS,
VERSUS

e ]

JOHNE H. LANGHAM,ET AL.

STl L INTERROGATORIES PROPOUNDED BY THE DEFENDANTS TO THE
| PLATITIFE IN-TEE ABOVE ENTITLED CAUSE. '

L l.=- Are you not the blalpul f in this cause; andSup
. :n.n«.eraﬁentwo"" Banksfor Alshama® _dox-'wlov*ﬂ have you.held this.po=
sition? Are you acquainted with W&111aﬁ Powell of or fowmerﬁ'
of Bay Ilinette, Alabama who, in Sepuemoe“ 1814, was acting as
oresident and manager of tne Bank of Bay liinette?

2.-/During ¥hat time, and in what capacity, was the
said Powell connected with saﬂd bank, and what influence 4id he
exercise in the contrel of same?/ . Was he or not the aciive and
controlling spirit in the organization ¢f the bank,and since its
organization, up t¢ the time you took charge, dig he not practic-
alﬁy domingte and, conuro? the officers and dl“ecto*s of the bank,
nd was he or noi the dominat ing and contrell e influence in
tne bark?7Z If you say that he was net, or uhau you have no
knowledge on the subject, please state wheiher 0* ot you did
nou swear to tkhis in DT&Ct;C&liy the same manner as stated above,
2 your affidavit before C.“.Lansley on Jaruary 2nd.,1915 whica
you filed in the Chancery Couri in Mobile in the case of The
Bank of Bay m1neute, et al. versus Baldwin County Bank? Is it
net & fact that the directors of the Rank of Bay IFinette were :
men wiolly lacking in experience in the banking business; that -
they were wicdely scattered, and gave but little of their tire and
‘attention to the affairs of the bank, and pemitted C.&. Woedson
and William Powell to run the affairs ¢ the bank fo” their own
purpeoses and profit, and by proper attention to their duties, as
directors, they might have easily discovered the fact that the
Bank of Bay liinetie was fast bveing driven on the rocks or financial
disaster by Powell and Woeodson?® If vou answer this in the negaU¢ve,'
¢r say that you are rot informed as tc this, state whether or not
you did not swear to it in the affidavit above mentioned?

In the suit in Wh*db you filed the affidavit referred
to,did you notalso file, or cause to be filed, or see, the
affidavii of Robert E.Catreuu, one of the ﬁlrectors of the Bamh -
¢f Bay Uinette in which he swore that the said William Powell had ' '
dominated and controlled the volicy and buszness cf the Barnk o¢
Bay linette? Was nct such staten ent of Catrett true?
3.~ Whnat connection did William Powell have with the
procuring of the note sued on in this aetion? Did he or not,
representing the Bank ¢f Bay llinette, go with ons xnoupson o
procure the endorsements on said mnotes? What representations, ]f
e BT did-he-or the said Thompson make to thedefendants in this @
wwowaetion Lo precure such. endersements? | Afiter such endorsements.|.
3 © were procured, who held possession of the notes uniil they were
j ‘turned over to the Rank of Bay Minette, and who delivered them ic
i said Bank? : ' -

'

! i 4.~ At the time such notes wers delivered to the Bank
e of Bay liinetite, was or not said Thompson indebted to the bank,and
o - 1f so0, in what sum? Were these notes used in payment, or partly
in naymenu of Thompson's indebtedness tc the bank? That consﬁueran
‘ticen did Thompson receive from the bank for these noites?® Was : '
: I any m@ney paid to him by the bank as proceeds or pari of the pro-
i ceeds of these notes; if so, when and in what amounts? Was or not
n the Bavk notified by the endorsers or some of them, or their attor-
ney, not to discount-such notes? Wzs not this done before they
wezxre d*SCOUHuedQ ' '
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STATE OF ALABAMA, ) - .
COUNTY OF MORILE, ). o

Berore me, L.C.Harris, a Notary Publlc ih ani
_ : for said State and County,personally appeared
James H.Webb,who, upon oath, deposes and says that he is one of
"“?whe atlorpeys~for tneude;eﬁdanus in une above entitled cause,and
\‘that Jag answers of theiplaintiff to-the above and ia“e~01&~ in-
+er*‘ogq\uo*;\esa if well andt truthfu lly mar*e, will be *’&atevl

dernoas ‘“‘or f\ujéé«“&% euda.tm‘s’ \5.m nsagrd:\came \:“"* L% \‘f""’“x s

‘Sworn to and subseribed before me, this,_the 1%th.
day of April, 1G61L7.

£
B}

»




T nmPATT

R T BT B o ot ey PR g
R T ‘if’“' PRI
. - SUPERE COUHE OF

1 a-;'i‘g“o rﬁlnﬁ

John Lenghem, €% algss

Ae B Juekson, superintenient of Denlks.

Appeel Ironm ﬁwl&%&ﬁ Cireuid ”aawu@
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Ay - - s A g o wp g s 3 e e .
The court geve the gencrsl sffirmative charge 3 the .
reguest of tihe pleintiifs The Instant sssignments of crror yelgte

to the mebion of The courd in refuming %o allow in svilence testi=

mony-ee %o the sotu, condnoet snd deslerelions af %iiﬁia“rﬁww%vWﬁii;~--

[ ot

‘relabing b0 the taking by the Bank of ﬁ@g.ﬁiﬂ@ﬁﬁ@'ﬁf the 2 Qb@ of

defontonts and one O 3. Thompnon. The suit is by the wawerzar

@&ﬁﬁeﬁ@ of Bam¥ks on the endersement by defendents of the %@tﬁ

o gaild bapk by seii Thompson :
The real defexnse by the endorgers is @R&%Ithﬁ %ﬁm

dorsemeni® were conlitionsl - Thel The nobe wouid be also ﬁéx&eﬁ'

by #e Pa CWERS, JTe, O i thet 1% wes net so enforsed before it WEE
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ge of the charseter of ~

e

'%ﬁ&% and meed by the bank with knowied

i

_ﬁ@fﬁﬁ& nies’ respective aaai ongl endorsemenie.
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The guestion of sagoney oand how Lhe same may be

ﬁﬁawn, w§ere vhat faeh vesbs in payrol, has been the aabjaaf kil
freguent disgcussion by the xaa;tu, “hen the a0t of agonty roeshs
iﬁ yaral or is Lo be infexved From the conduet of bthe prineipal,
and there is aviaﬁmcé tending fo show apeney, Lhe gebs sad deglays
ations of the alleged agent bocone atuissible o ouable Fhe Jazy
o Aetornine ﬁh@*hé? &r3ﬁgﬁ Lhere was &ﬁ@ﬂﬁfﬁ@.gﬁbﬁxﬁﬁ % Dons Ve

Mij 1 LU, 19‘3

e Bank of Bobhan, 181 Als. 216

&amblll Va Fuqua, 148 Alase 448y He eynolds ve Collings, B ile. 943

dorbin v, Brown, 70 Alae 443; Simon ve Terrell, S8 ala. 208; Julsh

o Guice, 96 Ala. B88; B Oy Jeo, pe 945 gl pmous; 38 Cyo. 2099,
W«*wmﬁ-ﬂwsm’ ¥ ¥ ;? ey 9

I% is furtney declared by this court thal whewe it is
shown that bhe astor has been held ovut by the principsl zs being hisg

agent, or af possessing the gubherity aseuncd by suveh agent withip

2,

bhe weope of tho princioal's business, the rule of apparont anbhor-

ity ean be invoked by owve who hag boen misled bthereby Lo his debrie

wenbe~ Pueiiie lube bife Inss Co. wve Hoyes, 205 Sia. 450, 48%; Hoberbs

& GOnE Ve ﬁiiliamﬁg supray Pulton ve gword Jed. €o., 140 sla. 581, 3844

Patborgon ve Mesl, 186 i1e, AT7, 4ABZ; ﬁahinﬁﬁﬂ & Sogs?g_Graemgt 148

ala. 4384; dyndicabe Inss U0 Ve O Babehines, 104 2lae. L76; 1 JAme & sng,

.EﬁQme of haw (2nd Hd4), pe 990, 4 vrincipsl who would aveil himsel?
of a conbract made by another for him, vhethey by an goppoinbment ox

&
E

ng a grabtulbous esgent, Is bound by the ropresanitabions male and

methods snd nesns employed by such agent %o effogtuate the conbraches

pagiftic ‘mb. Lide Tng, C0. Ve iayoes, %E@?%§ ;abgr** & dons Ve Uilliaid,

198 Ala. 290, 792; Sapibel Security Uo. ¥, Owem, 196 Ala, 585, 507;

ﬁgxan &_Cag_vg_ﬁilreath, 14, B77; Wiili&nswn Ve tyson, 106 ala, 644«

There was errvoy in oxcluiing tho evidenee gought Lo he
S X

gonght to Be propouwsded to Yye Yooldson, and
on whiech asgignwagﬁﬁ of error from one o Tive, lnclusive, aro Dagel,
The ageney snd intewest of [r. Powell in the premises were subjeo
of a proper g S%Miﬁﬁﬁlﬁdbi@d, and this was denici,

Bhe questiony zought to be propounded to ire Woodson
were: “

Wiow, Before ne broushi these nobes bask to gou,
¥ ’




phene il from one of “wa Gefendente, you ahoud

the sircumstaoness wnfer &ﬁmbb Ehese endorsensnis vere obe

Seined end felling you net to discousd bhoane noteg?”
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LAY ire Srisrs there eall you uwp on Tuesday

; - . B e a0 i g Za o, - 2 " ) - o
merning tefore these noies wers ﬂ@&ia@“ ed o you, and

perin S e Lo ey amonn By D oy g et o g o
explain ¥o you the clrcumstances mder whish bheze en~
P PR S T ER R S S o

SAROTBEmMENTE Nald Lesn SOUUSn, and Bell yon for fhe hasnk

not to teké thoms moiemi®
"How before he dook - he went oul with these noies |

. PN . .
AT S P S 3. ey s g e ] tm i e e
CNTE, Lil 28 LoT 83y Lo you thst you

aave zoasped Thompeon Shat L2000

& leawed him withoul security, and

Fhaet i %ﬁ¢=?“ﬁk wsuiner came down end foumd Yhet osut,
that iv would ceuse trouble, and Jid you and he not agree .

tﬁ& mk *ﬁs,z =3 mfg,«‘;@ g,g i “G"IE_“{}”"Q without sscurity?

Theze guesilons enlled for compstent evillezee ﬁ@ﬂﬁi&g

- i

%o ghow notice to the bank and the eir eunut inees enter iﬁg o the

g

meguring of the endorsenenis. o opinion of the wiﬁﬁe$3~was<@@§1§&

Hr

Lor - morely the facts entering into or conconibant with the eniorsce

Cments snd the vres gesdae thereof.

The Faet of Powell™s interesd in ﬁbﬁ“@&ﬁk and hie
poriicipation in the @@mﬁum% of itg affairs, ss meking @f-a@prsviﬁg
lvens, @%b or sbout the time of the meking of the THompson lgen
~or renewal thoreof, with the endorsements, should have been given

the jury, so thet ﬁho“ Migh@ consifer ﬁh@-hgﬁ« ﬁii@% mf-%%@_xeﬂ@mgs

of conditionsl endorsement secured by PoweIle
The witness Lengham, and the other defenfiants aa w’b-

neggos, shonld heve been permiiied %o enawer the gusgtion, “J&sw
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“wbate what aaﬁ&rraﬂ &t the $ime 3L

a8

ealling for the res gestee of That ael. Bo, alsc, of the cuesbion,

-

the nmen Powell say bo you on thet cceasion

FEn

*hat, if enythiang, 413
bafore you eniorsed the nolte in regurd to anﬁor&i&g'i%?ﬂ

The facts end circumsbences becoming = pari of ox

entering inte end indueing the endorsements of the nobe by the rs.
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